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fighter for workplace safety laws, for 
raising the minimum wage, and for el-
derly nutrition programs. When she be-
lieved that a cause was just, nothing 
could stop her. She was relentless. I re-
member sitting in these closed-door 
Democratic caucus meetings with her, 
and she would introduce a bill at the 
beginning of the session, usually a bill 
way ahead of its time, expanding work-
ers’ rights or increasing supports for 
the elderly. And every week—every 
week—she would argue the case, and 
she wouldn’t stop talking until she had 
persuaded at least one additional State 
senator in the room to support her bill. 

At the beginning of the session, sen-
ate leaders would tell her: ‘‘No, Edith, 
we are not doing that bill this year,’’ 
or ‘‘No, we just can’t afford it.’’ And 
she just wouldn’t listen. She never saw 
a stop sign. 

I have never seen anybody like this. 
She never saw a stop sign when there 
was something worthwhile to be done 
for the vulnerable. She would bring 
that bill up over and over and over 
again, and, eventually, she would just 
wear everybody down, and she would 
get it done. 

She was in her seventies when I met 
her, and she had twice as much energy 
and stamina as I did. She was a force of 
nature. The last major bill she passed, 
she was 86 years old. It was a landmark 
piece of legislation granting home care 
workers the ability to organize and col-
lectively bargain. She fought for the 
bill’s uncertain passage all year, and 
then she stood on her feet for 6 hours, 
defending it in a marathon Senate de-
bate. 

She did all this with her trademark 
wide grin, smile, her big laugh. She was 
a consummate pain in the ass, but ev-
erybody loved her because, although 
she worked on issues of such gravity 
and seriousness and controversy, she 
brought such transparent, outward joy 
to her work. She knew she was a pain, 
and she chuckled when people tried to 
push her aside because she just knew 
she was going to outlast them. 

I learned so much from her. She took 
me under her wing. She treated me so 
kindly when I came to the Senate as a 
naive 29-year-old. She believed in me, 
and her confidence meant the world to 
me. 

Her energy and her enthusiasm for 
the causes she worked on gave me en-
ergy and enthusiasm for the things 
that mattered to me. 

I think about her a lot when I work 
on the issue of gun violence. It wasn’t 
one of the issues that drove Edith, but, 
you know, some days, it is hard to keep 
going on an issue like this when so lit-
tle progress is being made nationally. 
But then I think of Edith, who never 
ever gave up when a thing was the 
right thing to do, in her mind, and her 
memory will keep me going, and I 
know it will keep a lot of other people 
going in Connecticut who knew her. 

Longtime political reporter Mark 
Pazniokas writes for the Connecticut 
Mirror. He wrote a beautiful story 

about Edith this week, and I will close 
with what he wrote: 

[Edith] Prague did not go gentle, any-
where. She lived Dylan Thomas’s poetry, his 
belief that ‘‘old age should burn and rave at 
close of day.’’ She fought governors, fellow 
lawmakers, and, most consistently, the no-
tion of retirement, a status finally imposed 
on her by a confluence of strokes and con-
cerns of family and physician. 

‘‘My only choice is to retire or drop dead. 
I have to retire. Believe me, I don’t like it,’’ 
Prague said when she left state employment 
as the 88-year-old commissioner of aging in 
2014. ‘‘Lots of people look forward to retire-
ment,’’ she said, ‘‘but I’m not one of them.’’ 

Edith was one of a kind, and the im-
pact she left on people who knew her, 
like me, and the people who never met 
her, like those she fought for, is indel-
ible. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California. 
JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS 

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, as 
we are now in December and the year is 
winding down, I am reflecting on one of 
the first actions, one of the first deci-
sions I made when I joined the Senate 
back in January, and that was a deci-
sion to establish a judicial evaluation 
commission with folks back in Cali-
fornia, professionals who would help 
me find, vet, and recommend can-
didates to President Biden to serve on 
California’s Federal courts. 

Usually when the general public 
thinks about Federal courts, they tend 
to only think about the Supreme 
Court, but, as those who work in this 
body know, the vast majority of Fed-
eral cases—indeed, more than 99 per-
cent of all Federal cases—are decided 
at the district court or circuit court 
level. So, as we go about our work to 
strengthen the justice system in Amer-
ica, I think it is important that we 
give proper attention and support to 
district and circuit courts. 

Fast-forward to today and the items 
that we are working on literally as we 
speak. Nominees to every level of the 
Federal judiciary by the prior adminis-
tration—let me put it mildly here. We 
are far from diverse, far from rep-
resentative of our Nation, and as a re-
sult, the Federal courts and those who 
sit on the Federal bench do not reflect 
the diverse, vibrant America that it 
serves. And I am not just talking about 
gender. I am not just talking about 
race and ethnicity. For too long, the 
bench of our Federal courts has been 
dominated by corporate lawyers and 
former prosecutors. 

Now, prosecutors and corporate law-
yers do contribute valuable and impor-
tant expertise to the Federal judiciary. 
That is why I have supported the nomi-
nation of some this year. But the judi-
ciary also needs the knowledge and 
perspective of legal professionals who 
have taken different paths. I am talk-
ing about public defenders, who uphold 
our constitutional commitment that 
every person deserves fair representa-
tion and due process. I am talking 
about public interest lawyers, who de-

fend fundamental rights and the rule of 
law. I am talking about consumer and 
voting rights lawyers, labor and immi-
gration lawyers, and local government 
lawyers, who serve diverse clients and 
advocate for different interests and 
bring critical insights on how working- 
class Americans interact with the law. 

We need all these perspectives in 
order to rebalance our Federal courts 
and hopefully in the process rebuild 
and reaffirm public confidence in the 
fairness of their rulings. Our country is 
stronger and fairer when every level of 
our government reflects the voices and 
the experiences of all Americans—not 
just the privileged, not just the power-
ful. 

A Federal bench that includes more 
voices can better provide justice for 
all. That is why, over the course of the 
past year, I have worked with my com-
mission that I established back in Jan-
uary—which, by the way, is 70 percent 
attorneys of color and a majority 
women, and I am proud to share that— 
along with Senator FEINSTEIN and 
President Biden, to find, to nominate, 
and to support a new generation of 
qualified, outstanding, and profes-
sionally diverse Federal judges—a Fed-
eral bench that is diverse in every 
sense of the word. 

As a result of these efforts and pend-
ing confirmation votes that I hope will 
soon occur, I am so proud that Califor-
nia’s district court bench will soon in-
clude Maame Frimpong, a proud daugh-
ter and wife of immigrants from 
Ghana, who used her law degree to 
fight for consumers and strengthen 
global democracy. 

It will soon include Judge Jennifer 
Thurston, who earned her law degree as 
a night student while raising a family 
and spent a decade serving in county 
government. 

It will soon include Judge Jinsook 
Ohta, an immigrant from South Korea, 
who spent nearly 10 years of her career 
helping to prosecute unfair business 
practices and to protect consumers 
from fraud. 

It will soon include Judge Linda 
Lopez, who spent more than 10 years as 
a public defender in San Diego. 

It will soon include Judge Hernan 
Vera, the son of Argentine immigrants, 
who spent a decade fighting for the dis-
advantaged and leading the Nation’s 
largest pro bono law firm. 

In addition, the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals now includes Judge Lucy 
Koh, whom we recently confirmed, an 
expert litigator of intellectual prop-
erty cases and the first Korean-Amer-
ican woman to serve on the Federal 
circuit court. 

The Ninth Circuit will also soon in-
clude Justice Gabriel Sanchez, the 
proud son of a single mother from Mex-
ico, who has earned wide recognition as 
a public servant and an appellate judge 
on California’s court of appeal. 

It will soon include Judge Holly 
Thomas, the granddaughter of share-
croppers, who has made a career of 
fighting for the civil rights of all 
Americans. 
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I celebrate each of these outstanding 

nominees, and I thank them for their 
service to this country. I urge their 
swift confirmation. 

Now, of course, we will still have a 
long way to go and much more work to 
do, but these confirmations, col-
leagues, represent a big step in the 
right direction. 

I am proud of the work we have done 
so far to diversify the Federal bench, 
and I am committed to keeping up the 
momentum that we have started in 
that critical mission in 2022. 

I yield the floor. 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, the 

Senate will soon vote on 10 judicial 
nominees—nine for district courts and 
one for the Ninth Circuit appeals 
court—as we continue the critical work 
of restoring balance to our Federal ju-
diciary. 

Before briefly speaking on their 
records, I want to offer a few broad ob-
servations. I continue to be impressed 
by the experience, qualifications, and 
professional diversity that we see 
among President Biden’s judicial nomi-
nees. 

Looking at these 10 in particular: 
Nine currently serve as either State 
court or Federal magistrate judges; 
three have worked for county or State 
governments; two have previously 
served as Federal public defenders; one 
has served as a Federal prosecutor, 
while another has worked in various 
roles at the Justice Department; one 
has worked for a leading civil rights or-
ganization; and several have worked in 
private legal practice. 

The judiciary is stronger when our 
judges come from an array of profes-
sional backgrounds, including those 
that have been historically underrep-
resented on the bench. Furthermore, 
all 10 of these nominees are highly 
qualified, with broad experience and 
distinguished records. Each of them 
has demonstrated their commitment to 
impartiality and evenhandedness. And 
they will be ready upon confirmation 
to fully dedicate themselves to the de-
mands of the bench. 

First is Judge Linda Lopez, nomi-
nated to the U.S. District Court for the 
Southern District of California. For 
the past 3 years, Judge Lopez has 
served as a magistrate judge in the 
Southern District of California, where 
she has presided over seven bench 
trials. Prior to her appointment, Judge 
Lopez spent 25 years as a criminal de-
fense attorney, first in private practice 
and then as a Federal public defender 
for more than a decade. During this 
time, she appeared in court frequently 
and tried 11 jury trials. 

With such extensive trial experience, 
both on and off the bench, it is no sur-
prise that Judge Lopez received a 
unanimous rating of ‘‘well qualified’’ 
from the American Bar Association. 
She has the strong support not only of 
her home State Senators—Senators 
FEINSTEIN and PADILLA—but also of top 
Federal prosecutors in the Southern 
District of California, including the 

Deputy U.S. Attorney and Criminal Di-
vision Chief. 

We will also vote on Judge Jinsook 
Ohta’s nomination to the Southern 
District of California. Judge Ohta is 
currently a judge on the San Diego Su-
perior Court, where she handles family 
law cases involving domestic violence, 
child custody, and child support— 
among many other issues. 

Prior to assuming the bench, Judge 
Ohta spent nearly a decade with the 
consumer protection section of the 
California Attorney General’s Office. 
In this role, she handled major cases 
involving healthcare fraud, illegal 
robocalls—and oversaw an investiga-
tion into Facebook’s violations of con-
sumer privacy rights. 

Judge Ohta has been rated ‘‘well 
qualified’’ by the ABA, and she has the 
strong support of Senators FEINSTEIN 
and PADILLA, her home State Senators. 

Judge Ohta’s family immigrated to 
the United States from South Korea 
when she was young, and she grew up 
in New York City before attending 
Yale University and New York Univer-
sity School of Law. If confirmed, Judge 
Ohta would be the first Asian-Amer-
ican woman to serve on the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the Southern District of 
California. Judge Ohta’s wide-ranging 
legal experience makes her exception-
ally well qualified to be a district court 
judge. 

Next is David Urias, nominated to 
the District of New Mexico. Mr. Urias 
is a highly skilled litigator who is well 
versed in a number of practice areas, 
including criminal law, civil rights 
law, election law, and immigration. He 
also has experience representing a 
broad range of clients, from families of 
victims of the 9/11 terrorist attacks, to 
hedge fund managers, to plaintiffs from 
low-income backgrounds. 

In addition to having the strong sup-
port of his home State Senators—Sen-
ators HEINRICH and LUJÁN—Mr. Urias 
has been rated unanimously ‘‘well 
qualified’’ by the ABA. Given Mr. 
Urias’s broad expertise and his experi-
ence representing a wide range of cli-
ents, he understands the importance of 
ensuring that every voice is fairly 
heard in our Nation’s courts. 

Next is Judge Maame Frimpong, 
nominated to the Central District of 
California. Judge Frimpong currently 
serves as a Superior Court judge in Los 
Angeles County. During her time on 
the Superior Court, she has presided 
over approximately 30 jury trials and 
thousands of hearings in misdemeanor 
and felony matters. In this role, Judge 
Frimpong has demonstrated the acu-
men and temperament that is required 
of our Nation’s judges. And she is yet 
another example of both the profes-
sional and demographic diversity that 
President Biden’s nominees are adding 
to our Federal courts. 

The ABA has unanimously rated 
Judge Frimpong ‘‘well qualified’’ to 
serve as a district court judge. Judge 
Frimpong has the strong support of her 
home State Senators—Senators FEIN-

STEIN and PADILLA—and she has my 
support as well. 

We also will consider Judge Jane 
Beckering’s nomination to the Western 
District of Michigan. Judge Beckering 
has served as a judge on the Michigan 
Court of Appeals since 2007. Prior to as-
suming the bench, she spent 17 years as 
a litigator in private practice, where 
she appeared regularly in both State 
and Federal courts and tried three jury 
trials to verdict. 

In reviewing her record, I am particu-
larly impressed by Judge Beckering’s 
judicial approach. She has stated, ‘‘My 
judicial philosophy is that judges 
should take off their partisan hats 
when they sit on the bench and treat 
all comers fairly and impartially . . . 
they should make their rulings based 
on the rule of law, not on a political 
agenda.’’ 

That is exactly the perspective we 
should be looking for in nominees to 
the Federal bench. Judge Beckering re-
ceived a unanimous ‘‘well qualified’’ 
rating from the ABA and has the 
strong support of her home State Sen-
ators, Senators STABENOW and PETERS. 

Next is Judge Shalina Kumar for the 
Eastern District of Michigan. Judge 
Kumar has served on the Sixth Judicial 
Circuit for Oakland County, MI, since 
2007. She is currently the chief judge on 
this court—the second largest trial 
court in Michigan—and served in this 
role on a temporary basis beginning in 
2010, 8 years before her official appoint-
ment. Over the past 14 years, she has 
presided over more than 10,000 cases 
and approximately 100 jury or bench 
trials on civil, criminal, and juvenile 
matters. Before joining the bench, 
Judge Kumar was a skilled litigator. 

Given her long and distinguished ca-
reer as a State court judge and her liti-
gation experience, it is unsurprising 
that Judge Kumar received a unani-
mous rating of ‘‘well qualified’’ from 
the American Bar Association. She 
likewise has the strong support of Sen-
ators STABENOW and PETERS. Once con-
firmed, she will also be the first Fed-
eral judge of South Asian descent to 
serve in Michigan. 

We will also vote on Judge Jennifer 
Thurston’s nomination to the Eastern 
District of California. Since 2009, Judge 
Thurston has served as a magistrate 
judge for the Eastern District of Cali-
fornia. And last year, she was elevated 
to the position of chief magistrate 
judge. She has presided over at least 30 
trials and 400 bench trials, and she has 
issued hundreds of judgments involving 
a range of issues, including civil rights, 
voting rights, employment discrimina-
tion, and criminal cases. 

Given Judge Thurston’s experience as 
a long-time jurist, she will be ready 
from day one to take on the challenges 
of the Eastern District of California, 
which has one of the highest caseloads 
in the country. Judge Thurston was 
rated unanimously ‘‘well qualified’’ by 
the American Bar Association. And she 
has the strong support of her home 
State Senators, Senators FEINSTEIN 
and PADILLA. 
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We will also be voting on Judge Kate 

Menendez’s nomination to the District 
of Minnesota. Judge Menendez has 
served the District of Minnesota as a 
Federal magistrate judge since 2016. 
She was appointed to that role by the 
district’s sitting Federal judges, a re-
flection of Judge Menendez’s record, 
qualifications, and dedication to im-
partiality. 

Before assuming the bench, Judge 
Menendez served for nearly two dec-
ades as a Federal public defender, gain-
ing considerable trial and appellate ex-
perience. Importantly, she has dem-
onstrated that she understands the dif-
ference between the role of an advocate 
and that of a judge. She received a 
unanimous rating of ‘‘well qualified’’ 
from the American Bar Association 
and has the strong support of Senators 
KLOBUCHAR and SMITH. 

We will also consider the nomination 
of Judge Mary Katherine Dimke for the 
Eastern District of Washington. For 
nearly 6 years, Judge Dimke has served 
as a U.S. magistrate judge in the East-
ern District of Washington, based in 
Yakima, WA. In this role, Judge Dimke 
has presided over hundreds of matters, 
including approximately 400 civil cases 
that have gone to verdict or judgment. 

Prior to assuming the bench, Judge 
Dimke, a first-generation college grad-
uate, spent her legal career as a Fed-
eral prosecutor. During this time, she 
prosecuted a wide range of crimes, with 
a particular focus on fraud and com-
plex financial crimes. The ABA has 
unanimously rated Judge Dimke ‘‘well 
qualified’’ to serve as a district court 
judge, and she has the strong support 
of her home State Senators, Senators 
MURRAY and CANTWELL. 

Finally, we have Judge Gabriel San-
chez, nominated to a California seat on 
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. 
Judge Sanchez is an experienced liti-
gator and appellate jurist with a prov-
en track record of impartial, even-
handed decision-making. 

He received his undergraduate and 
law degrees from Yale and a master’s 
degree from Cambridge University. 
After graduating, he clerked for Judge 
Richard A. Paez on the Ninth Circuit. 
Judge Sanchez worked as a civil liti-
gator in private practice for 5 years be-
fore serving in the California State 
government, where he advised then- 
Governor Jerry Brown on litigation, 
legislation, appointments, and various 
policy measures, including criminal 
justice reform. 

For example, he helped California de-
velop and implement a response to a 
2011 Supreme Court holding ordering 
the State to reduce its prison popu-
lation. He served admirably to ensure 
California met its constitutional obli-
gations while also prioritizing public 
safety. In 2018, Judge Sanchez was ap-
pointed to serve on the California 
Court of Appeal, First Appellate Dis-
trict. The court has appellate jurisdic-
tion over virtually all final judgments 
and orders issued by 12 counties in 
California. 

During his time on the bench, Judge 
Sanchez has filed or joined in nearly 
500 opinions in cases almost evenly 
split between civil and criminal mat-
ters. So his judicial experience has 
been broad and varied. Judge Sanchez 
also has the strong support of his home 
State Senators—Senators FEINSTEIN 
and PADILLA—and was rated unani-
mously ‘‘well qualified’’ by the ABA. 
He is an exceptional nominee with im-
peccable credentials, and his even-
handed approach to justice will serve 
him well on the Ninth Circuit. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
these outstanding judicial nominees. 
Every one of them has been rated ‘‘well 
qualified’’ by the American Bar Asso-
ciation. They will bring much-needed 
professional and demographic diversity 
to the bench. They will be impartial 
and evenhanded in the administration 
of justice. And they will always be 
faithful to the rule of law. 

NOMINATION OF MARY KATHERINE DIMKE 
Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 

urge my colleagues to confirm Judge 
Kit Dimke for a district court vacancy 
in the Eastern District of Washington. 

To begin, I want to thank President 
Biden for nominating Judge Dimke for 
this position at my strong rec-
ommendation. At the start of this Con-
gress, there were six Federal district 
court vacancies in Washington State— 
six. More than half the Federal bench 
in Washington State was empty. Those 
vacancies put a huge strain on our Fed-
eral courts, but thanks to the quick 
work of this Senate with Judge 
Dimke’s confirmation, there will be 
just two, with another nominee voted 
out of committee just yesterday. 

We have confirmed more than 30 cir-
cuit and district judges to lifetime ap-
pointments and I could not be prouder 
that, once we confirm Judge Dimke, 
four of them will serve Washington 
State. In this Congress, we have sent a 
clear message that the judicial system 
belongs to the American people, and it 
should work for all of the American 
people, not just the powerful and well- 
connected. 

We are delivering on that commit-
ment by appointing Federal judges who 
reflect the diversity of our commu-
nities and who bring important profes-
sional diversity that has been missing 
from our courts for too long. Just this 
Congress, we have confirmed to the 
Federal bench in my State Lauren 
King, a respected Tribal law expert and 
Washington State’s first Native Amer-
ican Federal judge; Tana Lin, a civil 
rights lawyer, the first former public 
defender, and the first Asian-American 
Federal judge in my home State; David 
Estudillo, the son of immigrants, a re-
spected State court judge, and a former 
immigration attorney. And soon, I 
hope this Senate will vote to confirm 
Judge Kit Dimke. 

Judge Dimke is currently a Federal 
magistrate judge for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Washington. She knows the 
current judges and the lay of the land 
well, having served in that role since 

2016, and is a highly respected judicial 
colleague. Given her current role, she 
has meaningful experience in both 
criminal and civil Federal litigation. 

Judge Dimke’s entire career has been 
in public service; she previously 
worked as an Assistant U.S. Attorney 
in both the Eastern and Western Dis-
tricts of Washington. A native of Wash-
ington State, she grew up in rural 
Asotin County as the child of a cattle 
ranger and lumber mill owner; she 
knows Eastern Washington. Judge 
Dimke attended the Running Start 
program at Walla Walla Community 
College in high school and went on to 
obtain her undergraduate degree from 
Pepperdine University and law degree 
from Vanderbilt. She is someone with a 
proven track record who is committed 
to improving access to the court and 
will look for ways for the court to 
work equitably for all participants and 
for each voice to be heard. 

Judge Dimke has already dem-
onstrated that commitment as a mag-
istrate judge, having worked to expand 
the court’s mediation services, im-
proved and diversified the court’s indi-
gent defense services, and more quick-
ly resolved one of the top areas of liti-
gation that the Eastern District sees— 
Social Security disability appeals. She 
participates in the court’s Judicial In-
stitute, volunteering to judge the 
court’s civics competitions for stu-
dents. And she is actively engaged in 
the court’s external outreach regarding 
the crisis missing and murdered Native 
American and Indigenous women, a sig-
nificant and serious problem facing 
Tribal communities in Washington 
State. 

Bottom line, Judge Dimke is quali-
fied to become a Federal district court 
judge and will make an excellent addi-
tion to the Federal bench from the 
Spokane Courthouse. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting to confirm 
her today. 

VOTE ON LOPEZ NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All 

postcloture time has expired. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the Lopez nomina-
tion? 

Mr. PADILLA. Madam President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN), the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE), the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF), and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Wyoming (Mr. BARRASSO), the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK-
BURN), the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR), the Senator from West 
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